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Introduction
The need for genuine democracy in Africa is now a subject of substantial consensus (Wantchekon, 2003; Vicente & Wantchekon, 2009 ). The use of foreign aid as a policy instrument for the promotion of political rights in recipient countries after the fall of the Berlin Wall is also a widely accepted fact in policy making and academic circles (Gibson et al., 2014; Killick, 2003; Crawford, 2001; Carothers, 2000; Stokke, 2013; Hayman, 2011; Faust, 2010) . There has also been a recent stream of studies consistent with celebrated aid literatures ('The Bottom Billion' (Collier, 2007) , 'Dead Aid' (Moyo, 2009) ) in putting to question the effectiveness of development assistance as a policy instrument (Krause, 2013; Banuri, 2013; Marglin, 2013; Wamboye et al., 2013; Ghosh, 2013; Monni & Spaventa, 2013; Titumir & Kamal, 2013) .
According to the narrative, the possibility of neocolonialism increasingly governing foreign aid has been advocated by Amin (2013) . A position earlier shared by Kindiki (2011) on the necessity for African countries to strategically overcome dependence on international regimes/systems and Ndlovu-Gatsheni (2013) on the entrapment of the continent within the matrices of colonial power. Obeng-Odoom (2013) has joined the chorus in asserting that aid policies should be complete process that clearly articulate the needs of African countries. This converges with Amin's position that development models should not be limited to donor thoughts on what is good for the continent.
The policy of making foreign aid uncertain by donors to influence politics in recipient countries is the very essence of the political economy of foreign aid. In fact, foreign aid as an instrument of regime change and the strengthening of democratic political values has prominently featured in Zimbabwe, post Arab Spring conflicts and recently in the adverse criminalization of gays in Uganda. In other words, aid supply is substantially contingent on the willingness of recipient nations to comply with conditions and motivations of donor countries. Donors are increasingly asking for higher standards of governance in exchange for their money. This is true, at least in theory of the Washington Consensus (WC) 1 that prioritizes political rights over economic rights. In essence, consistent with Moyo (2013) , the WC can be defined in three phrases: liberal democracy, private capitalism and priority in political rights. In the same vein after the fall of the Berlin Wall foreign aid became an instrument for the promotion of political rights (Gibson et al., 2014) .
The interesting literature on foreign aid and institutions has centered around three main areas: the effect of foreign aid on institutional quality; whether donors grant more aid to countries with higher institutional standards and how aid can be used to improve institutional quality in recipient countries (Easterly, 2005) . In line with the discourse, since poverty in African countries is substantially traceable to institutional bad quality, developed countries have to promote credible institutions in the continent (Knack, 2001; Dixit, 2004; Amavilah, 1998; Alesina & Dollar, 2000; Alesina & Weder, 2002; Armah & Carl, 2008; Asongu, 2012a Asongu, , 2013a Jellal & Bouzahzah, 2012; Asongu & Jellal, 2013; Djankov et al., 2008) . As highlighted in the first paragraph above, foreign aid volatility may be used by donor countries for this purpose. This paper focuses on the third strand of the aid-institutions literature and aims to assess whether such uncertainties in foreign aid flows are means by which political rights could be promoted in African countries. The contribution of the inquiry is original in improving scholarly understanding of the aid-institutions debate in the light of the case Somaliland which does not receive official foreign aid. The corresponding research question is as follows: is the threat of foreign aid withdrawal an effective deterrent to political oppression? The question is addressed 1 In line with Marangos (2009) , while the Washington Consensus has 'different versions and interpretations', the definition employed in this study is with respect to Moyo (2013 While there has been a substantial literature on the aid-institution nexus, as far as we have reviewed, very few studies have focused on the aid-democracy relationship. The existing literature entails: general discourses or literature reviews (Brown, 2005) , positive effects of aid on democratization (Knack, 2004) , Kangoye (2011) using the same title as Knack to conclude that aid mitigates the negative impact of external shocks (terms of trade distortions) on democracy and Kano & Montinola (2009) conclude that aid helps autocrats (democrats) more in the long-run (short-term). The present study steers clear of the above literature from two standpoints. First, it is focused on the period after the fall of the Berlin wall, essentially because the collapse of the wall was followed by a substantial change in aid-democracy policies (Gibson et al., 2014) 2 .
Accordingly: Knack (2004) has used the period 1975-2000; Kangoye (2011 Kangoye ( ), 1980 Kangoye ( -2003 Kano & Montinola (2009 ), 1960 -1999 Kalyvitis & Vlachaki (2008 . Second, in light of stylized facts and recent developments in the aid debate, we focus on aid uncertainty.
The study is organized as follows. Section 2 briefly summarizes the state of the debate on the aid-democracy nexus. Data and methodology are discussed in Section 3. The empirical analysis and discussion of results are covered in Section 4. We conclude with Section 5.
Foreign aid, institutions and democracy: connecting the dots of recent debates
The study extends ongoing debates in the aid-institutions literature: one old and two recent. The first is the old strand, the level and time hypotheses for democratic benefits (Scott, 1972; Lemarchand, 1972; Sayari, 1977; Varsee, 1997; Wade, 1985; Weyland, 1998; Sung, 2004 Montinola & Jackman, 2002; Asongu, 2011; Asongu, 2012b) . Second, China's spectacular growth has led to a growing stream of debates on the priority of political rights (Washington Consensus) over economic rights (Beijing Consensus) in development models (Moyo, 2013; Ortmann, 2012; Lalountas et al., 2011; Asongu & Aminkeng, 2013; Asongu, 2014a; Anyanwu & Erhijakpor, 2014) . Hence, the study improves on the Beijing Model and Washington Consensus debate in a twofold manner: (1) the Moyo's (2013) conjecture on political versus economic rights and (2) the hypothesis that at the advent of globalization, poor countries are more concerned with economic rights in comparison to political rights (Lalountas et al., 2011; Asongu, 2014a) . Third, debates on the aid-institutions nexus, amongst others: the aidcorruption relationship (Okada & Samreth, 2012; Asongu & Jellal, 2013; Asongu, 2012a Asongu, , 2013a , verification of the celebrated Eubank (2012) 3 literature (Asongu, 2015) and usage of the Eubank conjecture to extend some findings in the aid-governance literature (Kangoye, 2013 versus Asongu, 2014b .
We further discuss this section in two main strands: debates surrounding the aidinstitutions nexus and the aid-democracy relationship. The former is presented in three main streams: the time and level hypotheses for the benefits of institutional quality, the Washington consensus versus the Chinese model on priority of economic rights versus political rights in the scale of rights preferences and a recent wave of debates on aid and institutions.
The first stream focuses on the level and time hypotheses of institutional quality rewards.
In essence, developing nations need to mature (time) and be strong (level) to fully reap the rewards of democratic institutions. With regards to the level of institutions hypothesis, it has been confirmed with the help of continuous governance measurements that institutional quality is highest in strongly democratic nations, medium in strongly authoritarian countries and least in partially democratic countries. Employing different empirical specifications, non-linearity in the level hypothesis has been established as: J-shaped (Back & Hadenius, 2008) ; S-shaped (Sung, 2004) or U-shaped (Montinola & Jackman, 2002) . Asongu (2011) has verified this hypothesis in Africa by concluding that young or partial democratic countries perform worst (worse) relative to older or quasi-full democracies (autocracies). Regarding the time of exposure hypothesis, it has been established by Keefer (2007) that young (old) democracies have lower (higher) institutional quality. In accordance with Asongu (2012b) , the level and time hypotheses have been reported in empirical and theoretical studies: Southeast Asia (Scott, 1972) , Turkey (Sayari, 1977) , India (Wade, 1985) , post 1990 nations like Russia (Varsee, 1997), a considerable number of Latin American nations after the streams of democratization processes (Weyland, 1998) and, African nations (Lemarchand, 1972) .
The second strand of studies involve the debate between the Beijing Consensus (BC) and Washington Consensus (WC) on the priority of economic over political rights in models of development (Carmody & Owusu, 2007; Anyanwu & Erhijakpor, 2014; Asongu & Aminkeng, 2013; Lalountas et al., 2011; Ortmann, 2012; Asongu, 2014a; Moyo, 2013) . The debate has been heightened by China's breath-taking tale of economic transformation. The success of the country has raised concerns over the orthodoxy of institutions preceding economic prosperity in the development process (Wang & Zheng, 2012; Tull, 2006) . There is a thesis by the WC which postulates that economic rights should follow political rights (Clinton, 2011) . On the other hand, an antithesis from the BC sustains that political rights should come after economic rights (Akomolafe, 2008; Ortmann, 2012) . A third school of thought (or synthesis) has reconciled these two axes with a position that both the BC and WC are needed in the short-term and long-run respectively (Lalountas et al., 2011; Moyo, 2013; Asongu, 2014a) . According to this third narrative (also known as the Moyo hypothesis (Asongu, 2015) ), for the WC to sustainably prioritize political rights, a middle-class is needed to demand them genuinely. The core argument is that the BC is the model that can deliver the middle-class within the shortest spell of time. The synthesis further sustains that the WC should be the preferable long-term development strategy because it is a more inclusive model. The BC versus WC debate has also initiated a growing stream of studies on multi-polar development strategies (Wa Gĩthĩnji & Adesida, 2011; Babatunde, 2012; Fosu, 2010 Fosu, , 2012 Fosu, , 2013a Nyarko, 2013a) 4 .
We briefly discuss some recent waves of debates on foreign aid and institutional quality.
First, the Okada & Samreth (2012) and Asongu (2012a Asongu ( , 2013a ) discussion on the 'effect of foreign aid on corruption' has been reconciled by Asongu & Jellal (2013) In clarifying Kangoye (2013) , Asongu (2014b) has further used the Eubank conjecture.
Accordingly, he has established that the Kangoye findings are irrelevant (relevant) for Africa when the concept of governance is extended (restricted) to more concepts of government (corruption).
While there has been a substantial literature on the aid-institution nexus, as far as we have reviewed, very few studies have focused on the aid-democracy relationship. We discuss the literature in terms of literature review (Brown, 2005) as well as positive (Knack, 2004; Kangoye, 2011) and mixed (positive and negative) effects (Kano & Montinola, 2009; Kalyvitis & Vlachaki 2008 ) of foreign aid on democracy.
Brown (2005) has essentially focused on a review of the literature based on the disappointing results of international efforts of democratization that are for the most part attributed to domestic conditions which substantially hamper the establishment and survival of democracy. The study acknowledges substantial structural setbacks exist and that the democratization process is mainly due to an endogenous scenario or domestic factors. It further argues that international actors who are most often absent from mainstream democratization theories could however play a major role in the prevention (or promotion) of democratization processes in sub-Saharan Africa (SSA). Unfortunately, the mission of donors in the promotion of quick transition to multiparty systems of democracy could hold-back the democratization process.
On the positive effects, Knack (2004) has concluded that aid potentially contributed to processes of democratization in many ways, inter alia: (1) via technical assistance that targets electoral processes, promotes civil society organizations like freedom of the press, consolidates the legislatures and judiciaries and (2) improvements in education and income which are ideal for democratization and via conditionality. Kangoye (2011) , using the same title as Knack (2004) has established that aid could mitigate the negative effects of terms of trade volatility on democracy. Kano & Montinola (2009) concluded that aid helps autocrats (democrats) more in the long-run (short-term); there is strong evidence supporting the positive association between democratic aid flows and the possibility of observing fully-or partly-democratic political regimes (Kalyvitis & Vlachaki, 2008 ).
The present study steers clear of the above literature from two standpoints. First, it is focused on the period after the fall of the Berlin wall, since the collapse of the wall was followed by a substantial change in aid-democracy policies (Gibson et al., 2014) . Accordingly: Knack (2004) has used data for the period 1975-2000; Kangoye (2011 Kangoye ( ), 1980 Kangoye ( -2003 Kano & Montinola (2009 ), 1960 -1999 Kalyvitis & Vlachaki (2008 . Second, in light of stylized facts and recent developments in the aid debates, we focus on aid uncertainty.
Data and Methodology

Data
We assess a panel of 53 African nations with annual data from World Bank Development
Indicators for the period 1996-2010. The periodicity has a twofold justification. First, as documented above, it enables us to capture how aid volatilities have affected political rights after the fall of the Berlin wall. Second, for comparative purposes, the same periodicity has been employed by most of the underlying studies discussed in the debate strands on 'aid and institutions' of the literature section also above (for example the Okada, Samreth, Asongu & Jellal debate) 5 .
The dependent variables are institutionalized autocracies and democracies. Net official development assistance (NODA) is the principal independent variable to which we add NODA from the Development Assistance Committee (DAC) countries for robustness purposes.
Consistent with Asongu (2014c) , foreign aid volatilities are computed in a twofold manner: (1) standard errors or standard deviations of the saved residuals after first-order autoregressive processes of the NODA indicators and (2) simple standard deviations of three-year intervals. The former approach is in line with Kangoye (2013) .
There is a fourfold justification for the choice of three-year averages in terms of nonoverlapping intervals (NOI). First, there is a one degree of freedom loss when the residuals are computed with first-order autoregressive processes. Moreover, a minimum of two periods are required to compute the standard deviations of corresponding residuals. Second, using data averages enables the mitigation of short-term disturbances. Third, with three year NOI, the basic conditions for the use of Generalized Methods of Moments (GMM) are fulfilled (N>T: 53>5).
Fourth, data averages restrict overidentification or limit the proliferation of instruments by ensuring that the instruments are lower than the number of cross-sections in every specification.
Consistent with Asongu (2014c) , in the regressions, we control for economic prosperity in terms of GDP growth, trade openness, government expenditure and inflation. The expected sign of government expenditure is ambiguous at best. It could be positive (negative) on political rights if the funds are from taxation (foreign aid). The tax effort and aid channels are consistent with Eubank (2012) and Asongu & Jellal (2013) respectively. Globalization reflected in trade openness has been documented to improve governance standards (Khandelwal & Roitman, 2012) , though more in high income countries (Lalountas et al., 2011; Asongu, 2014a) . Economic prosperity with respect to income-levels has also been documented to be instrumental in improving government quality (Asongu, 2012, p. 191) . The expected sign from inflation to political rights is also ambiguous. Accordingly, it could be appealing if adopted measures in response to consumer price inflation are designed to improve on government quality and mitigate soaring prices. Alternatively, it could also seriously affect social order when the issues are not timely tackled. The latter postulation is consistent with the documented causes of the Arab Spring (Khandelwal & Roitman, 2012; Asongu, 2015) . In the GMM specifications, time-effects are also employed to control for the unobserved heterogeneity.
The variables are defined in Appendix 1, the summary statistics reported in Appendix 2, while Appendix 3 presents the correlation matrix. The latest is employed to mitigate potential issues of multicollinearity and overparameterization in the NODA variables and their corresponding distortions. From the variations observed in Appendix 2, we can be confident that reasonable estimated nexuses would emerge.
Methodology
Consistent with Asongu (2013b), a dynamic panel GMM estimation approach is adopted for three principal reasons: first, it has some bite on endogeneity as it controls for time invariant omitted variables, second, it does not eliminate cross-country regressions and third, it corrects small sample bias issues from difference estimators. Therefore, this third advantage is the main criterion that has guided our preference for system GMM (Arellano & Bover, 1995; Blundell & Bond, 1998; Bond et al., 2001, pp. 3-4) in relation to a difference GMM estimator (Arellano & Bond, 1991) . A heteroscedasticity-consistent two-step method is used instead of the one-step procedure which is homoscedasticity-consistent. Two main tests are performed to assess the validity of the models, notably: the over-identifying restrictions (OIR) Sargan test for the validity of instruments and; the Arellano & Bond autocorrelation (AR (2)) test for the absence of autocorrelation in the residuals. The interests of using data averages in terms of 3 year NOI have already been discussed in the data section.
The following equations in levels (Eq. 1) and first difference (Eq. 2) represent the GMM approach.
Where: 't' denotes the period and 'i' stands for a country. PR represents political rights in terms of democracy or autocracy; T , Total NODA; DAC, NODA from DAC countries; X is the set of control variables (Government expenditure, Trade openness, GDP growth, and Inflation); t  is a time-specific constant; i  is a country-specific effect and; 
Empirical results
The section addresses two main issues: the effect of foreign aid on political rights and the impact of aid distortions or uncertainty on political rights. We have taken a minimalist approach by assuming that foreign aid volatilities exclusively are determined by the interest of donor nations to foster political rights in African countries. In other words, it could be said that the distribution of foreign aid is essentially based on the degree of political governance in a given country. This assumption appears somewhat plausible in light of the case of Zimbabwe (discussed in Section 4.3.1).
While Section 1 is based on aid volatilities measured as simple standard deviations (Table   1) , in Section 2, foreign aid uncertainty is appreciated as the standard deviations of residuals after first-order autoregressive processes in the NODA variables (Table 2 ). Based on the information criteria for the validity of models, the null hypothesis of the OIR Sargan and AR(2) are not overwhelmingly rejected 6 . 
Distortions as standard deviations
Robustness checks with volatilities as standard errors
In Table 2 below, the specifications of Table 1 Table 1 above. Hence, while the effect of aid on political rights is not significant, that of volatilities on democracy is negative. The significant control variable also has the expected sign.
"Insert Table 2 here"
Discussion of results and policy implications
Discussion of results
The findings are broadly consistent with the literature on aid conditionality for political objectives in recipient countries (Killick, 2003; Crawford, 2001; Carothers, 2000; Stokke, 2013; Hayman, 2011; Faust, 2010) . It is widely believed that foreign aid as a policy instrument for the promotion of political rights in recipient countries could be manipulated by donors to achieve the objective of enhancing democracy. This has been the case of Zimbabwe in recent years where aid manipulations for regime change only further consolidated power by the ZANU PF party. This shows how foreign aid uncertainty could be used by populist parties to promote a Western neocolonial agenda, instill nationalistic sentiments and consolidate their grip on power.
Accordingly, since foreign aid benefits even those of the opposition political parties, in the longterm they too could start dancing to these populist tunes. A recent (early 2014) example is Uganda where an anti-gay bill voted by the legislature and signed into law by president Youweri
Museveni has been greeted with a suspension of aid/loans by some donor countries, including multinational institutions like the World Bank. This is against the background that majority of
Ugandans approve of such a bill.
In a nutshell, making foreign aid uncertain as a policy instrument to promote political rights in poor countries could instead become a political instrument to prolong stay in power.
This is especially true if the 'foreign aid dictated measure' is unpopular and 'recipient country leadership' is unwilling to comply with the dictated measure because it is unpopular. Moreover, this sends a strong signal that African governments are constrained to be accountable to donors instead of any electorate that put them into office. This scenario contradicts the very essence of political accountability. In essence, democracy that is locally-oriented and consolidates feedbacks from citizens is a more appealing instrument for political governance than outside pressure.
In fact it is important to understand why the findings are they way they are. Accordingly, the political economy perspective of foreign aid is crucial in grasping these findings since the ambitions underlying aid are cocktails of culture, institutions, power distribution and dynamics of competitive interests (Schraeder et al., 1998; Hopkins, 2000) . In other words , foreign aid is the product of bargaining of some nature in the political market that involves recipient governments, The above explanation goes a long way to establishing that, whereas African countries have today been substantially transformed into supplicants that come-up with a good number of projects in the hope that more aid would be granted (Lancaster, 1999; Hopkins, 2000) , public perception may have the last say on who stays in power whether by real or crony democratic means. It is broadly in accordance with a recent stream of aid literature that has requested the imperative for a more thorough approach to development assistance: one that clearly articulates the needs and wants of citizens in recipients countries (Monni & Spaventa, 2013; Krause, 2013; Marglin, 2013; Wamboye et al., 2013; Titumir & Kamal, 2013; Banuri, 2013; Ghosh, 2013) . In essence, the ramifications could be unappealing for donor image if aid distortions are not consistent with the demands of the electorate 7 . Kindiki (2011) has recommended the need for African nations to overcome their dependence on donor countries. A stance that is in line with:
Ndilovu-Gatsheni (2013) on Africa's entrapment within some colonial webs and matrices. The position of Amin (2013) that neocolonialism could be managing development assistance is a perception that could be used by recipient governments in clinging onto power when aid uncertainties from donors are not founded on solid grounds. He has further professed that development is not a process that can be left to the whims and caprices of donors. A stance shared by Obeng-Odoom (2013) on the imperative of foreign aid to be essentially fueled by African needs. For instance, there are narratives in the aid literature sustaining that developing countries appreciate qualitative characteristics like happiness more (Arvin & Lew, 2010ab, 2011 . 7 We discuss this in some detail in the paragraph on a new Washington consensus below.
Implications for underlying debates
It has been observed from the findings that foreign aid distortions as a policy instrument for the promotion of political rights is a considerable policy reversal because it brings about the opposite effect. This finding contributes to the underlying literature and recent debates in a sixfold manner. First, it is a confirmation of the Moyo conjecture/hypothesis on the short-term inappropriateness of the Washington consensus on the priority of political rights (Moyo, 2013) .
The short-term inference draws from the fact that GMM estimated coefficients are interpreted as short-term effects, essentially because non-overlapping intervals have been employed to mitigate short-run disturbances that may loom substantially. Second, the Lalountas et al. (2011) conjecture that has been verified in Africa by Asongu (2014a) 8 is also broadly confirmed. Therefore with globalization, African nations could be more preoccupied by economic rights than political rights. This interpretation is based on an underlying hypothesis that development assistance is an instrument of globalization ('privatize/liberalize and you would receive more aid'). Third, with respect to the Okada & Samreth (2012) and 'Asongu & Jellal (2013) and Asongu (2012a Asongu ( , 2013a )' debate on 'the effect of foreign aid on the quality of institutions', the Okada & Samreth corruption-related results for developing countries may yet be irrelevant for Africa. Fourth, institutions may be more endogenous to productive structures, economic rights or economic prosperity (Asongu & Aminkeng, 2013; Ortmann, 2012; Anyanwu & Erhijakpor, 2014 1972; Lemarchand, 1972; Sayari, 1977; Wade, 1985; Weyland, 1998; Varsee, 1997; Montinola & Jackman, 2002; Back & Hadenius, 2008; Sung, 2004; Asongu, 2012b; Asongu, 2011 
Implications for a new Washington Consensus
While donors and past colonial masters are increasingly bargaining for more influence with their money, the task at hand is to request higher standards of governance that are consistent with the demands of the local population. Hence, this would enhance democracy and not be used by populist political parties against aid donors.
In order to fully understand the need for a new Washington consensus, we devote some space to elucidate the recent experience of Uganda. As reported by Aljazeera (February, 2014) , in support of the planned freeze or change (uncertainty) of aid programmes in Uganda by Norway, the Netherlands and Denmark, the World Bank promptly froze aid to the country over the antigay law. The reason given for the suspension was that the global lender who wanted to ascertain the US$90 million loan ensured objectives of development that were not adversely affected by the new law. In response, the Ugandan government was quick to ask the World Bank to keep its aid and that the country could develop without Western assistance. The Ugandan government remained confident because it had the support of the people in the passing of the bill. Indeed qualification of the bill by US Secretary of State John Kerry as 'flat-out morally wrong' and 'atrocious' and further comparing it with the standards of apartheid in South Africa or 'antiSemitic legislation in Nazi Germany' did not go down well with the Ugandan government.
We have found from our results that using foreign aid uncertainty to achieve democracy may end-up mitigating the democracy that the volatility was initially aimed at enhancing. Hence, as a principal policy recommendation, donors should carefully consider the stakes before using foreign aid uncertainty as a tool to enhance political rights in recipient countries. They should not stake their reputation on issues that are strongly supported by the electorates, else, they simply
give those in power more instruments and incentives with which to consolidate their grip on power.
Conclusions
Before the collapse of the Berlin wall, the underlying motivations of foreign aid were Cold War strategies. The enhancement of political rights was not an essential item on the development agenda. Developing countries receiving substantial amounts of foreign aid did not improve in political rights or democratic standards because it was not in the interest of donor nations for them to become primarily accountable to their citizens. After the Cold War, the Washington consensus adopted the promotion of political rights as a prime development strategy and used foreign aid to enforce the goal. Hence, a wide consensus that foreign aid as a policy instrument for the promotion of political rights in recipient countries has been made uncertain by donors so as to achieve the objective of enhancing democracy. This study has complemented existing literature on the aid-institutions nexus by focusing on: political rights, aid volatilities and, the post-Berlin Wall period. The findings show that while foreign aid does not have a significant effect on political rights, foreign aid volatilities do mitigate democracy in recipient countries. Volatilities could be used by populist parties to promote a neocolonial agenda, instill nationalistic sentiments and consolidate their grip on power. This is especially the case when donors are asking for standards that the majority of the population do not want and political leaders are unwilling to implement. This sends a strong signal on political accountability reversal:
governments are constrained to be more accountable to donors instead of the electorate that put them into office. The empirical evidence is based on 53 African countries for the period 1996-2010. As a main policy implication, using foreign aid uncertainty as an instrument of political rights enhancement in African countries may achieve the opposite results. Other implications are discussed including the need for a new Washington consensus. 
